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REMARKS 

Claiins 1-20 are atl the claims presently pending in this application. 

Claims 1 and 4 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Palalau et al., U.S. Pat. No. 5,943,044, further in view of Stephan, U.S. Pat. No. 5,748,185 
fijrthra- in view of Martinelli et al., U.S. Pat. No. 5,943,044. 

Claims 1-3, 6-7 and 20 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Stephan, U.S. Pat. No. 5,748,1 85, further in view of Yamagudii et al., U.S. Pat. No. 
7,143,355 fiitther in view of Martinelli « al., U.S. Pat. No. 5,943,044. 

Claims 5 and 8-10 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §J03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stephan, U.S. Pat. No. 5,748,185, Yamaguchi et al., U.S. Pat. No. 7,143,355 and MartineUi et 
al., U.S. Pat. No. 5,943,044, further in view of Vanderhciden, U.S. Pat. No. 6,049,328. 

Claims 1 1 and 14-16 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Stephan, U.S. Pat. No. 5,748,1 85 and Palalau, U.S. Pat No. 6,373,472, further in view 
of Martinelli et al., U.S. Pat No. 5,943,044. 

These rejections arc respectfully traversed in view of the followmg discussion. 

I. THE PRIOR ART REJECTIONS 

A. The 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) Rejection over Palalau et al., U.S. Pat No. 

5,943,044 farther in view of Stephan, 1J.S. Pat No. 5,748,185 fiirther in 
view of MartineUi et al., U^. Pat No. 54>43,044 

The Examiner alleges that Palalau et al., U.S. Pat. No. 5,943,044, (Palalau), further in 

view of Stephan, U.S. Pat. No. 5,748,185 further in view of MartinelU et al., U.S. Pat. No. 

5,943,044, (Stephan and Martinelli '044), makes obvious the invention of claims 1 and 4. 
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The Examiner alleges that one of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated 
to modify Palalau with the teaching from Stephan and Martinelli *044 to form tlic invention 
of claims 1 and 4. Applicant submits, however that these references would not have been 
combined and even if combined, the combination would not teach or suggest each elemem of 

the claimed invention. 

Indeed, Applicant submits, that neither Palalau, nor Stephan and Martinelli '044, nor 
any alleged combination thereof, teaches or suggests, "a fruide portion configured to protrude 
from a surface of the touch sensor and to fringe the surfa ce ^^ith a line configured bv om of a 
concave portion and a convex portion as a ^hole, includinff a fixed nf^rence position pn a 
surface of the touch sensor located between a vertex and a center of one of said concave 
portion cmdsatd convex portion: and a controller c onfigured to control an adjustment value 
in accordance with a direction of a slide operation alone; sold ffuide_ portion from the fixed 
reference tyosition^ ^^ of independent claim 1 . 

Applicant respectftiUy submits that Palalau wouM not have been combined with 
Stephan and Martinelli '044 as alleged by the Examiner, since the Stephan reference t e aches 
jtwav ftom the Palalau reference. Thus the combination asserted by the Examiner of Palalau, 
in view of Stephan and Martinelli '044 is u^reasonable. 

Both Stephan and Martinelli '044 disclose an electric apparatus including a screen 
which has a rectangular shape, and a touch panel which has a rectangular shape. In the 
electric apparatus of both references, the content in the rectangular screen is controlled 
according to the operation of the rectangular touch panel overlaid on the screen. 

On the other hand, Palalau discloses a guide portion which has an arc shape. 
Applicant asserts that h is not reasonable to combine the arc shane euide portion of Palalau to 
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the rectangular touch panel of Stephan or Martinelli *044. 

Stephan recites ''Preferably, scroll control region 56 is a recianQular resign having 
approximately the same vertical height as the cursor control region;' (col, 5, lines 65-67) and 
"Preferably, pan control region 58 is a rectangular region having the same horizontal width 
as the cursor control region;^ (coK 6, lines 16-19). 

Therefore, Applicant respectfully submits that one of ordinary skill in the art would 
not have been motivated to combine the references as alleged by the Examiner since the arc 
sha ped touch panel of the Palalau reference teaches away from the rectangular shaped panel 
Stephan and Martinelli *044 references since the rectangular touch screen region of Stephan 
and Marttaelli correspond to the rectangular region having the same horizontal or vertical 
component covered bv the touch screen control region, w hereas die touch controlled portions 
of Palalau disposed in rectangular boxes/keys along an angular direction do not have the same 
directional component covered by the touch screen control region. 

Therefore, Applicant respectfully requests the Examiner to reconsider and withdraw 
this rejection since the alleged prior art refisrences to Palalau and Stephan and Marrinelli '044 
(either alone or in combination) fell to teach or suggest each element and feature of 
Applicant's claimed invention. 



B. The 35 US.C- § 103(a) Rejection over Stephan, U.S, Fat No* 5,748,185 
further in view of Yamaguchi et aL, U.S, Pat. No, 7,143;355 further in 
view of Martinelli et al., U,S. Pat No. 5,943,044 

The Examuier alleges that Stephan, U.S. Pat. No. 5,748,1 85, (Stephan), further in 

view of Yamaguchi et at, U.S. Pat No. 7,143,355 fiirther in view of Martinelli et at, U.S. 

Pat No. 5,943,044, (Yamaguchi and Martinelli '044), makes obvious the invention of claims 
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K3, 6-7 and 20. 

The Examiner alleges that one of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated 
to modify Stcphan with the teaching from Yamaguchi and Martinelli '044 to form the 
invention of claims 1-3, 6-7 and 20. Applicant submits, however that these references would 
not have been combined and even if combined, the combination would not teach or suggest 
each element of the claimed invention. 

Indeed, Applicant submits, that neither Stephan, nor Yamaguchi and Martinelli '044, 
nor any allied combination thereof teaches or suggests: 

" fl mide portion configured to protrude from a surface of the touch sensor and to 
frmoe the surface with a line confimred bv one of a concav e portion and a convex portipn as 
a whole, includim a fixed reference positi on on a surface of the touch sensor located betwem 
a vertex and a center of one of said concave portion and said co nvex portion.** and 

controller confipired to control an adjustment va lue in accordance with a 
direction of a slide operation alons^ said guide portion fro m the fixed refkrence position:* of 
claim 1, and 

' 'mide means confimred to protrude from a surface of said touch sensor means ami 
to fringe the surface with a line confimred bv one of a concave portion and a convex portion 
as a whole, including a fixed reference position on a surface of the touch sensor located 
between a vertex and a center of one of said con cave portion and said convex portion^' and 

' ^control means for controlling an adjustment value in accordance with a direction of 
a slide operation alon^ said ^ide means from the fixed refe rence position,'' of claim 20. 

Applicant respectfully submits that Stephan would not have been combined with 
Yamaguchi and Martinelli '044 as alleged by the Examiner, since the Stephan reference 
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teaches awav iBroTn the Yamaguchi referetice. Thus the combination asserted by the Examiner 
of Yamaguchi, in view of Stephan and Martmclli '044 is unreasonable. 

Both Stephan and MartinclU *044 disclose an electric apparatus including a screen 
which has a rectangular shaoe. and a touch panel which has a_rectangular shape. In the 
electric apparatus of both references, the content in the rcctansulaf screen is controlled 
according to the operation of the rectangular touch panel overlaid on the screen. 

On the other hand, Yamaguchi discloses a cursor control portion having aq arc shape. 
Applicant asserts that it is not reasonable to connibine the arc shape guide portion of 
Yamaguchi to the rectangular touch panel of Stephan or Martinelli '044. 

Moreover, Stephan recites ''Preferably, scroll control region 56 is a rectangular 
region having approxinrately the same vertical height as the cursor control region'' (col, 5, 
lines 65-67) and ''Preferably, pan control region 58 is a rectangular res^ion having the same 
horizontal width as the cursor control region^ (coK 6, lines 16-19). 

Therefore, Applicant respectfully submits that one of ordinary skill in the art would 
not have been motivated to combine the references as alleged by the Examiner since the arc 
shaped touch panel of the Yamaguchi reference teaches away fix)m the rectangular shaped 
panel Stephan and Martinelli '044 references since the rectangular touch screen region of 
Stephan and Martinelli correspond to the rectangular region having the same horizontal_OT 
vertical component covered bv the touch screen control region, whereas the touch controUed 
portions of Yamaguchi's arcuate touchpad do not have the same directional component 
covered by the touch screen control region. 

Therefore, Applicant respectfiilly requests the Examiner to reconsider and withdraw 
this rejection since the alleged prior art references to Stephan and Yamaguchi and Martinelli 
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'044 (cither alone or in combination) fell to teach or suggest each element and feature of 
Applicant's claimed invention. 

C. The 35 U.S-C* § 103(a) Rejection over Stephan, U.S. Pat. No- 5,748,185, 
Yaittagnchi ct aL, U,S. Pat. No. 7,143^55 and Martinelli et aL, U-S. Pat. 
No. 5,943,044 further in view of Vanderheiden, U.S. Pat No. 6,049^28 

The Examiner alleges that Stephan, U.S. Pat. No. 5:;748, 1 85, Yamaguchi et al., U.S. 
Pat. No. 7,143,355 and Martinelli et a!., U.S. Pat. No. 5,943,044, (Stephan, Yamaguchi and 
Martinclli), further in view of Vanderheiden, U.S. Pat. No. 6,049,328, (Vanderheiden), makes 
obvious the Invention of claims 5 and 8-10. 

The Examiner alleges that one of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated 
to modify Stephan, Yamaguchi and Martinelli with the teaching ftom Vanderheiden to form 
the invention of claims 5 and 8-10. Applicant submits, however that these references would 
not have been combined and even if combined, the combination would not teach or suggest 
each element of the claimed invention. 

That is, Vanderheiden falls to make up for the deficiencies of Stephan, Yamaguchi 
and Martinelli as discussed above. 

The Examiner asserts Vanderheiden discloses a touch screen device having a concave 
and convex guide portion wherein a slidmg motion controls an adjustment value of an output 
level of an acoustic signal. 

However, even assuming arguendo that the Examiner's position has some merit, 
Vanderheiden fails to teach or suggest, "a mirfe portion configured to protrude from a 
surface of the, touch sensor and to frm^e the surface with a line confi^red by one qfa 
concave portion and a convex portion as a whole, includms a fixed reference position on a 
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surface of the touch sensor located between a vertex and a center of one of said concave 
portion and said convex portion: and a controlle r confimired to control an adjustment value 
in accordance with a direction of a sli de operation alonft said mide portion from the fixed 
reference position: ' of independent claim 1 . Therefore, Vanderheiden fails to overcome the 
deficiencies of Stephan, Yamaguchi and Marttnelli. 

Therefore, Applicant respectfully inquests the Examiner to reconsider and withdraw 
this rejection since the alleged prior art references to Stephan, Yamaguchi and Martinelli and 
Vanderheiden (eith^ alone or in combination) fail to teach or suggest each element and 
feature of Applicant's claimed invention. 

D. The 35 U.S.a § 103(a) Rejection over Stephan, U.S- Pat. No. 5,748,185 
and Palalau, Pat. No. 6^373,472 further in view of Martinelli et al., 
UJ5. Pat No. 3^43,044 

The Examiner alleges that Stephan, U.S. Pat No- 5,748,185 and Palalau, U.S. Pat No. 
6,373,472, (Stephan and Palalau), fiirther in view of Martinelli et al., U,S. Pat No. 5,943,044, 
(Martinelli *044), makes obvious the invention of claims 1.1 and 14-16. 

The Examiner alleges that one of ordinary skill in the art would have bera motivated 
to modify Stq)han and Palalau with the teaching from Martinelli *044 to form the invention 
of claims 1 1 and 1 4-16. Applicant submits, however that these references would not have 
been combined and even if combined, the combination would not teach or suggest each 
element of the claimed invention. 

Indeed, Applicant submits, however, that neither Stephan and Palalau, nor Martinelli 
*044, nor any alleged combination thereof, teaches or suggests, '' guiding a f m^er alon^ said 
euide portion to said fixed reference tX)sition: and receiving a conta ct input on said surface 
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of said touch sensor adjacent to said fixed reference p osition based on 9uidin^ said finge r 
alon^said nuide portion to said fixed reference position :' of independent claim 11, 

Applicant respectfiilly submits that Palalau would not have been combined with 
Stephan and Martinelli '044 as alleged by the Examiner, since the Stephan reference t ea ches 
away from the Palalau reference. Thus the combination asserted by the Examiner of PaJalau, 
in view of Stqjhan and Martinelli *044 is unreasonable. 

Both Stephan and Martinelli *044 disclose an electric apparatus including a screen 
which has a rectangular shape, and a touch pane! which has a rectangular shape. In the 
electric apparatus of both references, the content in the rectangular screen is controlled 
according to the operation of the rectangular touch panel overlaid on the screen. 

On the other hand, Palalau discloses a guide portion which has an arc shape. 
Applicant contends that it is not reasonable to combine the arc shape guide portion of Palalau 
to the rectangular touch panel of Stephan or Martinelli *044, 

Stephan recites ''Preferably, scroll control region 56 is a recianeular re£ion having 
approximately the same vertical height as the cursor control region,'' (col, 5, lines 65-67) and 
'^preferably, pan control region 58 is a rectangular resdon having the same horizontal width 
as the cursor control region^ (col. 6, lines 16-19). 

Therefore, Applicant respectfully submits that one of ordinary skill in the art would 
not have been motivated to combine the references as alleged by the Examiner since the arc 
5haped touch panel of the Palalau reference teaches away from the rectanRular shaped panel 
Stephan and Martinelli '044 references since the rectangular touch screen region of Stephan 
and Martinelli correspond to the rectangular r^ion having the same horizontal or vertical 
component covered bv the touch screen control rceion^w hereas the touch controlled portions 
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of Palalau disposed in rectangular boxes/keys along an angular direction do not have the same 
directional component oovCTed by the touch screen control region- 

Therefore, Applicant respeot&lly requests tiie Examiner to reconsider and withdraw 
this rejection since the alleged prior art references to Stephan and Palalau and Martinelli '044 
(either alone or in combination) foil to teach or suggest each element and feature of 
Applicant's claitned invention. 
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n. FORMAL MATTERS AND CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing. Applicant submits that claitns 1-20, all of the claims 
presently pending in the application, are patentably distinct over the prior art of record and are 
in condition for allowaiice. The Examiner is respectfully requested to pass the above 
application to issue at the earliest possible time. 

Should the Examiner And the application to be other than in condition for allowance, 
the Examiner is requested to contact the undersigned at the local telephone number listed 
below to discuss any other changes deemed necessary in a telephonic or personal inteTvi?w > 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any deficiency in fe^ or to credit 
any overpayment in fees to Attorney' s Deposit Account No. 50-048 1 . 

Respectfully Submitted, 

\ 1 Donald J. Lecher, Esq. 

Reg. No. 41 ,933 
Sean M. McGinn, Esq. 
Reg. No. 34,386 

McGinn Intellectual Property Law Group, PLLC 

8321 Old Courthouse Rd., Suite 200 

Vienna, Virginia 221 82 

(703)761-4100 

Customer No. 212S4 

CERTIFICATF OF TRANSMISSION 
I certify that I transmitted via facsimile to (571 ) 273-8300 the enclosed Request for 
Reconsideration under 37 C.F.R. § 1 . 1 16 to Exanjjiner Boddie, ^tt Unit 2629, on January 7, 
2008. 




Donald J. Lecher, Esq. 
Registration No, 41,933 
Sean M. McGinn, Esq. 
Registration No. 34,386 
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